Recent animal experiment has confirmed this; rats overeat and become overweight when they are offered a range of foods that includes the sort of foods overweight people find irresistible. Since most of the foods and drinks that tempt the overweight are rich in carbohydrate or alcohol, and since these are also poor in nutrients, there is sound logic in recommending that these items in particular should be reduced. This is the basis for the low carbohydrate diet, in which starchy and especially sugary foods and drinks, and alcohol, are restricted to the equivalent of some 60-70 g a day. In practice, this also limits the amount of dietary fat and protein.
The Report however has misunderstood this. Firstly, it confuses the low carbohydrate diet with the virtually no carbohydrate diet that some writers have introduced, by stating that it results in ketosis. More importantly, it says that the low carbohydrate diet can also be a high fat diet, and therefore will necessarily result in an increase in the blood lipid concentration. It has however been demonstrated that people do not find it possible to increase dietary fat when carbohydrate is reduced, so that it is not surprising that there is in fact no rise in cholesterol or triglyceride in the blood. The only explanation for this error must be that the authors did not examine the relevant published papers. The Report has well ovcr 300 references, but curiously there are none to any of the several places where criticism is made of the low carbohydrate diet. Nor incidentally is there any reference to support the statement that animals will select diets that 'maintain an inflow of nutrients in the most suitable proportions', a statement that contradicts the many experiments carried out over the past 50 years or so.
As in so much of writing on obesity, the Committee has not been able entirely to resist the temptation to include one or two of their own prejudices, or perhaps the prejudices of onc or two of its more forceful members. Apart from this, and the incorrect statements that understandably have no references, the Report on the whole is a comprehensive view of the current state of research into obesity, and provides a most useful compendium for those who work in this field. The editors of this well-presented book have selected contributors who are closely involved in patient care. This ensures that the approach of the book is practical and realistic. . All standard nuclear medicine topics (thyroid, kidney, bone etc.) are well covered in long chapters, each with an extensive list of references. There are also interesting chapters on less commonly discussed topics, such as the pretreatment assessment of cancer, abdominal trauma and the localization of infection. There are excellent chapters on radiophannaceuticals and practical instrumentation. The former includes a section on the legal requirements in the UK for preparing and administering radiopharmaceuticals, while the latter would be valuable for anyone planning to buy a gamma camera or computer. The weakest chapter is the one on quantitative analysis. This is particularly disappointing since it is mentioned in the preface as dealing with matters 'less well covered in other texts'. This chapter has many typographical errors, implying very' careless proof-reading, and it also contains a few mathematical errors. Several equations in this chapter are incorrect. The appendices deal with protocols for clinical practice and dosimetry. It is surprising that the activities recommended for administration in appendix I are, in several cases, considerably higher than the tabulated values in appendix II and in the Notes for Guidance on the Administration of Radioactive Substances (DHSS 1979) .
JOHN YUDKIN
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This would be a useful book for trainee nuclear medicine clinicians and for any clinicians This book, which describes the first 25 years of the College, will interest students of the medical scene in Britain as well as GPs keen to know the early history of their own college. The editors, 2 of whom were on the Steering Committee for its formation, have brought together many of their founding colleagues to record their parts, and have welded their contributions into a coherent whole which is well produced, comprehensive, and easy to read.
From its beginning the College has eschewed politics in the sense of involvement with terms of service and remuneration in the NHS but has been deeply involved in the fonn and organization of general practice, education and training, relationships with other specialties and general
